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Classification Decision: 


Objectionable. 
Display Conditions: 
Not Applicable. 
Descriptive Note: 
Not Applicable. 


Direction to issue a label has been given on: Not Applicable. 


SUMMARY OF THE REASONS FOR DECISION: 


The computer printout e-mail entitled Jeremy’s Blow Job is classified as: 

Objectionable. 

The publication is a computer printout of an e-mail message onto two sheets of A4 size 
paper. It predominantly consists of text. The first part of the e-mail involves the author 
discussing what age it is appropriate for males to start engaging in sexual activity. The 
second part of the e-mail contains a story about the author when as a third form pupil 
at high school (and therefore likely to be aged between 12 and 14) he engaged in 
sexual activity with a seventh form schoolboy. 

The publication is written in a salacious manner, using sexually explicit and offensive 
language, intended to present sexual activity between two school-aged boys as a 
sexually arousing scenario. That it is supposed to be sexually arousing is reinforced 
by comments to the recipient asking them to describe “in the most intimate and sexy 
detail!” what happened to them when they read the story. 

The publication presents descriptions of sexual activity involving children and young 
persons as appropriate source material for adult sexual arousal and implicitly indicates 
that sexual activity involving children or young persons is legitimate and acceptable. 
This conclusion is clearly reinforced by the author’s stated opinion on what age it is 
appropriate for males to engage in sexual activity. The author makes it clear that he 
regards sexual activity with boys and male young persons as acceptable and 
legitimate, regardless of age, so long as their voices have changed or they have 
developed pubic hair. The publication therefore promotes and supports the 
exploitation of children and young persons for sexual purposes as outlined under s3(2) 
of the Films, Videos, and Publications Classification Act 1993 (FVPC Act). 
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An objectionable classification places a limit on the right to freedom of expression 
outlined under s14 of the New Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990 (NZBR Act). The 
publication falls under s3(2) of the FVPC Act which overrides the NZBR Act because it 
is a deeming provision which cannot be given a meaning that is consistent with the 
rights and freedoms contained in si4 of the NZBR Act. As such if the Classification 
Office considers that the publication promotes or supports criteria listed in s3(2), the 
publication shall be deemed “objectionable” without any further consideration of the 
NZBR Act. This limit on freedom of expression is prescribed by law. 


OFLCRef: 9900662 


tmp3DD2 



